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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 18 UNDERSTOOD that after Wednesday next Mr. Justice Burr 
will take the whole of the vacation business of the High Court. 





AN orDER is in course of preparation for the transfer of about 
fifty actions from the Chancery Division to the Queen’s Bench 
Division ; but as the consent of the Lord Chief Justice, as President 
of the latter Division, is necessary to the order, it is not probable 
that it will be completed until after his return from America. 





THE NEW RULES of the Supreme Court are to come into operation 
om the 24th of October. Why the 24th? According to order 
63, r. 4, the long vacation terminates on the 24th, and rule 5 
says that the termination of each vacation shall be included in such 
vacation respectively ; hence the 24th of October is the last day 
of vacation. We presume that the rules were intended to come 
into operation on the first day after the vacation, and that the 
date should have been the 25th of October. 





Tue Nazronat Dezsr Act, 1883, authorizes the Treasury 
from time to time to convert not exceeding forty millions of 
the Government stocks held by the Chancery Paymaster into 
terminable annuities of equivalent capital value ending in twenty 
years from the 31st of March, 1884. As there is now upwards of 
ninety-five millions of the property of chancery suitors in the hands 
of the Paymaster-General, about sixty-one millions of which consists 
of the several descriptions of Government stock affected by this Act, 
and the amount increases every year, there is not much probability 
that the Chancery Pa: will be unable from time to time to 
meet the claims of suitors to have transferred to them sums of stocks 
of the description converted, but it is provided by the Act that if 
~ it case should occur the Treasury shall create stock to meet 
such claims. 





THERE APPEARS to be a good deal of reason in Mr. Dantet’s 
suggestion that the county court judges have been in too great a 
hurry to meet ‘‘for the pu of discussing the most desirable 
mode of working the new Bankruptcy Act”; for, until the rules 
have been made by the Lord Chancellor with the concurrence of 
the President of the Board of Trade, it cannot be fully and certainly 
known how the Act is required to be worked. The rules are not to 
come into operation until the expiration of one month after they 
have been made and issued, so that if the object of the meeting 
were only to consider the best mode of carrying 
visions of the Act and Rules, there would be abundance of time 
for consideration after the rules were issued. It may, however, 

ps be conjectured that the meeting is intended to exercise some 
nfluence on the framing of the rules, and it is even possible that it is 
not wholly unconnected with section 129 of the new Act, the marginal 
soph which is jp rere apt c.,”? which came into operation 
on the ing of the Act, and which provides that ‘the Lord 
Chancellor, with the concurrence of the Treasury, shall direct 
whether any and what remuneration is to be allowed to any person 
(other than an officer of the Board of Trade) performing any duties 
under this Act, and may from time to time vary, increase, or 
diminish such remuneration as he may think fit.” 





_ THe numerous appiicants to the Home Office forthe enviable post of 
successor to the late Mr. Marwoon appear to have overlooked some 


out the pro- 





elementary principles of our criminal law. Homicide in pursu- 
ance of the sentence of a court is not considered justifiable except 
in the case of a person who is required by law to carry out such 
sentence. It is held to be murder if even the judge who sentences 
the criminal proceeds to execute him (Dalt. Just. c. 150), The 
only person required by law to carry out a sentence of death is the 
sheriff or his deputy; for although the Prison Acts, 1865 and 
1877, practically remove prisoners from the custody of the sheriff, 
and give to the Home Secretary a general authority to appoint the 
prisons in which prisoners are to be confined both before trial and 
after conviction, they expressly provide (see section 32 of the Act 
of 1877) that nothing therein contained shall affect the jurisdic- 
tion or responsibility of the sheriff in respect of persons under 
sentence of death, and confined in any prison within his jurisdie- 
tion. The hangman must, therefore, in all cases, be appointed 
and paid by the sheriff as his deputy. The ingenious persons who 
have forwarded descriptions to the Home Office of inventions for 
dislocating the spines of criminals, and sheriffs who think of 
employing them, may also be reminded that the sentence must be 
executed servato juris ordine, and that the change of one kind of 
death for another may render the homicide unjustifiable. 





A smatt Act, which received the Royal Assent on the last day 
of the recent session, intituled the Trial of Lunatics Act, 1883, 
was made the subject of some uncomplimentary observations by 
Mr. Justice Warxrs Witwiams, in the course of a trial on 
Wednesday at the Old Bailey. The learned judge is reported to 
have said that ‘‘he could not see that there was anything illogical 
or incorrect in the old law, and at the present time he was not aware 
of the reasons for passing the new Act.” It certainly does not seem 
easy to discover any pressing reason for the new legislation. It is pro- 
vided by 39 & 40 Geo. 3, c. 94, s. 1, and 3 & 4 Vict. c. 54, s. 3, that 
if upon the trial of any person for treason, murder, felony, or any 
misdemeanor, his insanity at the time of the commission of the 
offence is given in evidence, and the jury acquit him, the jury shall 
be required to find specially whether he was insane at the time 
of the commission of the offence, and to declare whether he was 
acquitted on account of such insanity ; ‘‘and if they shall find 
that he was insane at the time of committing such offence, the 
court before whom such trial shall be had shall order him to be 
kept in strict custody in such place and manner as to the court shall 
seem fit, until [the Quzen’s] pleasure be known ” ; and the QuEEN 
may give such order for the safe custody of such person during 
her pleasure as to her shall seem fit. These provisions are repealed 
by the new Act, which provides that : 

‘¢‘ Where, in any indictment or information, any act or omission is 
charged against any person as an offence, and 1t is given in evidence 
the trial of such person for that offence that he was insane, so as 
responsible, according to law, for his actions at the time when the act 
was done or omission made, then, if it appears to the jury before 
such person is tried that he did the act or made the omission charged, 
was insane as aforesaid at the time when he did or made the same, the 
jury shall return a special verdict to the effect that the accused was guilty 
of the act or omission charged against him, but was insane as aforesaid 
the time when he did the act or made the omission.” 

And it is added that ‘“‘where such special verdict is found, the 
court shall order the accused to be kept in custody asa criminal lunatic, 
in such place and in such manner,” &c. (following thereafter sub- 
stantially the repealed provision). The main alteration, in addition 
to the widening of the introductory language and the new definition, 
‘insane, so as not to be responsible, 4 opceial to law, for his 
actions,” is the requiring the jury to find specially that the pare 


tried is guilt Ste et eae im. It 

remembered that in Reg. v. Oxford (9 C. & P., at p. 550 

Dewan a strong opinion (in which the other of 

the court concurred) that the meaning of the statute of George ITT. 

was that the jury were to find, not merely that the ey was 
4 


a5 
8 
g 
#8 


& 








734 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 











insane, but that an act had been done by the prisoner which 
would make him a criminal unless he were a lunatic. We sup- 
pose that the draftsman of the new Act intended to convert this 
dictum into law. 





Te provisions of sub-section 2 (a) of section 162 of the new Bank- 
ruptey Act and the Order of the Board of Trade of the 25th ult. 
(which will be found ante, p. 720) are giving some concern to trustees 
who desire to comply with the requirements of the Act with regard 
to moneys in their hands coming within the provisions of the sub- 
section, but to do so with due regard to the interests and con- 
venience of creditors. The sub-section provides that ‘‘ where, 
after the passing of this Act, any unclaimed or undistributed funds 
or dividends in the hands or under the control of any trustee or 
other person,” as therein specified, ‘‘have remained or remain un- 
claimed or undistributed for six months after the same became 
claimable or distributable, or, in any other case, for two years after 
the receipt thereof by such trustee or other person, it shall be the 
duty of such trustee or other person forthwith to pay the same to 
the Bankruptcy Estates Account at the Bank of England.” It will 
be remembered that section 162 did not appear in the Bill as 
originally submitted to Parliament, but that it was inserted as a 
new clause on the motion of Mr. Cuampertary at one of the last 
sittings of the Grand Committee. The details of the section, 
therefore, did not receive so much consideration or undergo so much 
criticism as they might have done if the section had appeared among 
the original proposals in the Bill. Possibly there was an object in 
this—namely, to avoid giving that class of trustees to whom 
Mr. Cuamserary has so often alluded, and who have looked upon 
unclaimed dividends and undistributed funds as their legiti- 
mate property, time to get rid of any evidence against them of 
their having such unclaimed dividends or undistributed funds in 
their possession, so as to defeat the intention of the provision. Be 
that,as it may, however, the section has now become law in the 
formin which it was introduced, and in that form it must be com- 
plied with by all trustees. The question has been asked by 
several accountants, and our readers may be asked to advise 
them, what they must do under either of the following cir- 
cumstances. First, as to unclaimed dividends. No accountant 
who has had a large or even a moderate number of estates in liquida- 
tion to deal with during the last twelve or thirteen years under the 
Act of 1869 can possibly comply with the requirements of the 
section as to all the estates in his hands at once. To go through and 
make out a list of unclaimed dividends and undistributed funds in 
each estate will necessarily involve a considerable amount of time, 
and the estates must be dealt with one by one until completed. 
Supposing then a creditor who has neglected to apply for a 
dividend within six months from the declaration thereof should, 
before the amount is actually paid over by the trustee pursuant 
to the section, apply for payment thereof to him, would the trustee 
be justified in paying such creditor his dividend? It appears to 
us that the wording of the sub-section makes it imperative upon a 
trustee immediately the six months have expired to pay the money 
into the Bankruptcy Estates Account, leaving the creditor to his 
remedy under sub-section 4—namely, to apply to the Board of 
Trade for payment of the same to him; and that any trustee 
paying a creditor under such circumstances (at any rate, without 
first obtaining the sanction of the Board of Trade thereto) would 
incur a personal risk which no trustee would be wise in running. 
The other point to which we refer presents still greater difficulty— 
namely, with regard to undistributed funds. The sub-section we 
are discussing relates only to estates under any of the Acts of 
1844, 1849, 1861, and 1869, and the previous sub-section, which 
regulates estates under the new Act, is different in its terms, pro- 
viding that where, after making a final dividend, any trustee shall 
have any undistributed funds in his hands, he shall pay the same 
to the Bankruptcy Estates Account. Now, there are many cases 
under the Act of 1869 where dividends have been paid leaving 
balances in hand to meet contingencies, and the estates have been 
kept open pending the settlement of chancery proceedings affect- 
ing the estate, or pending the getting in of some portion of the 
estate which, from its nature or situation, it has not been possible to 
get in sooner, and the favourable realization of which may take a 
considerable time. In such a case, where the trustee may have had 
under his control an undistributed balance belonging to the estate 


for more than two years, and he is now prepared to declare a final 
dividend thereout, can he do so, or must he pay over the m 
under the sub-section? Again we answer that a trustee would be 
incurring considerable risk in adopting the former course, what. 
ever inconvenience the paying over of the money may cause, 
But we think that in such a case, if the facts were laid before the 
Board of Trade, there ought not to be any difficulty in obtaining 
an authority from the Board to distribute the funds by way of a 
final dividend in the ordinary way, and only to pay over any 
balance remaining after payment of the dividend and all other 
claims. It has been suggested that the two years would only 
count from the declaration of the last dividend; but this is not 50, 
as the words of the sub-section are clear—viz., ‘“‘two years after 
the receipt thereof.” 








FOREIGN ADMINISTRATIONS. 


Wuen the moveable property of a testator or intestate is situated 
in more countries than one, there must, as a general rule, be 
separate administrations in the several countries. The maxim 


Mobilia sequuntur personam is then subject to important qualifica. 
tions, and the law fs domicil, although it determines the right of 


foreign cou: In what follows we shall assume that the 
Omicil of the deceased was foreign, and that there are English 
assets which it is necessary to administer in this country. The 
converse case of an Englishman dying possessed of moveables 
abroad involves the same principles; but is to us of less practical 
interest, inasmuch as the questions which arise have then to be 
determined by the foreign court. Rig? 

The first step towards administration is the constitution of a local 
personal representative, and the principles on which the cout 
acts in granting probate under these circumstances are well 
explained in the recent case of Blackwood v. The Queen (31 W. BR 
645, L. R. 8 App. Cas. 82), where Sir A. Hobhouse, in delivering 
the judgment of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, made 


the following observations :—‘‘ The grant of probate does not of its 


own force carry the power of dealing with goods heyond the juris- 
diction of the court which grants it, though that may be the court 
of the testator’s domicil. At most it gives to the executor a 
generally recognized claim to be appointed by the foreign country 
or jurisdiction. Even that privilege is not necessarily extended to 
all legal personal representatives ; as, for instance, when a creditor 
gets letters of administration in the court of the domicil. And 
when the legal personal representative has been constituted in the 
foreign country, whether he be the executor of the domicil or 
another, the administration of assets must take place in the foreign 
country, with the effect of giving the foreign creditors priority as 
regards the foreign assets, as is shown by the cases of Preséon ¥. 
Melville (8 Cl. & Fin. 1) and Cook v. Gregson (2 Drew. 286). 
For the purposes of succession and enjoyment the law of the 
domicil governs the foreign personal assets. For the purpose of 
legal representation, of collection, and of administration, as dis- 
tinguished from distribution among the successors, they are 
governed, not by the law of the owner’s domicil, but by the law of 
their own locality.” : 

If a personal representative has been constituted in this country, 
the question arises whether he can be sued here for general ad- 
ministration ; and it ap from the case of In re Orr Ewing 
(31 W. R. 464, L. R. 22 Ch. D. 456) that where all the persons m 
whom the estate is vested are before the court, and the title of the 
plaintiff is clear, judgment for administration is a matter of right, 
and not a subject for the exercise of judicial discretion. In that 
case the plaintiff was an infant who was entitled to a share of 4 
large pecuniary legacy (£60,000), and also to a portion of the 
residuary estate. He claimed by his writ gencral administration, 
and that his interests in the legacy and residue might be secured 
for his bencfit. The testator, who was a domiciled Scotchman, 
died possessed of moveable property to the value of nearly half @ 
million sterling, of which by far the greater part was in So 
only £25,000 or thereabouts being in England. The six executors 
were all Scotchmen. Three of them resided permanently in 


















land, two in England, and the sixth divided the year between the 
|two countries, All the executors proved the will in Scotland, and 
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the probate being sealed by the court in England, they became 
mal representatives of the testator in this country as well as in 
tland. When the three executors who resided out of the juris- 
diction were served with the English writ they caused an ‘appear- 
ance to be entered without protest, and from that moment were to 
be regarded as if resident within the jurisdiction. Instead of rais- 
ing the objection that the English forum was an inconvenient one 
for the administration of this large Scotch estate, they entered an 
rance in the usual manner and thereby submitted to the juris- 
diction. If they had moved to discharge the order for service out 
of the jurisdiction, the argument of inconvenience might have been 
on that occasion fairly urged ; but, having neglected to do this, the 
court held that no discretion remained to be exercised, and that 
judgment must follow as if all the executors had been actually 
resident in England. 
. The principle on which this case was decided is that the 
jurisdiction of the court, inherited from the old Court of Chancery, 
is a personal jurisdiction capable of being exercised against a 
defendant who is within. its territorial limits, or who appears 
without protest and submits to the jurisdiction. In the particular 
ease before the court the defendants happened to be personal 
representatives in this country; but the reasoning of the late 


‘Master of the Rolls seems to be independent of this consideration. 


“Tf,” he said, ‘‘ people in this country are liable to pay, or to 
give, security for a large sum of money, it is quite immaterial how 
the plaintiff's title arises, provided he has a title to the money in 
the hands of the defendants, and the defendants are within the 
jurisdiction.” A judgment, however, for the administration of an 
estate involves much more than the satisfaction of the plaintiff’s 
personal claim. His debt or legacy may be paid, and yet the suit 
may go on for other purposes. The rights of other creditors or 
other legatees may require to be determined; questions of con- 
struction in which he has no interest may have to be decided ; in a 
word, complete administration is not so much the remedy applied 
in respect of the plaintiff’s right of action as the adjustment of 
all claims whatsoever by or against the estate. To bring so far- 
reaching and complicated a proceeding within the equitable 
doctrine of ‘‘ personal jurisdiction’’ appears to confer upon the 
High Court a consensual jurisdiction to administer estates all over 
the world ; even if none of the funds are in this country, and the 
will has been proved in the foreign court alone. Such a conclu- 
sion, however, must be received with some distrust, as it conflicts 
with the rule laid down in Tyler v. Bell (2 My. & Cr. 109), that 
“en estate cannot be administered in the absence of a personal 
representative, who must obtain his right to represent the estate 
from the courts of this country.” 

A different question from that which was discussed in Re Orr- 
Ewing arises where ancillary administration, as it may be called, 
has been taken out in this country for the purpose of dealing with 
the local assets. Can a creditor or legatee in such a case maintain 
an action for the administration—not. of the whole estate—but of 
such part as is received by the local administrator? That an 
English creditor can bring an action for his debt against the 
English administrator is well established. But whether he can 
adopt the procedure of an administration action does not seem to 
have been decided. A legatee, however, stands in an entirely 
different position from a creditor. The ancillary administra- 
tor is not a trustee for him, but is bound to hand over the 
clear ascertained surplus, after payment of local creditors, to 
the general administrator of the domicil, from whom alone 
the beneficiaries, whether .next of kin or legatees, are en- 
titled to demand payment. In the old case of Pipon v. Pipon 
(Amb. 799) this point was decided by Lord Hardwicke. The 
intestate in that case was domiciled in Jersey, and a bill was filed 
to have the English assets administered, the general administrator 
not being before the court. In the course of his judgment the 
Lord Chancellor said, ‘The next of kin have a right to call the 
general administrator to an account; but no person entitled to a 
share of the residue of the estate can come into this court for a 
particular part of that estate detached from the rest. The general 
administrator is not before the court, and, therefore, I cannot 
decree an account.” The reason of this is obvious; for, not only 
must the title of the beneficiaries be ascertained by reference to 
the law of the domicil, but also the surplus English assets may be 
required for the payment of foreign creditors. The debts in all 
parts of the world must be paid before the legatees or next of kin 





have a right to call for a distribution of the assets. It would be 
obviously unjust that they should be permitted to lay hold of an 
English fund while the estate of the deceased was insolvent in the 
country of his domicil. 

We have, thus far, considered only the liability of (1) the repre- 
sentative of the domicil, and (2) the English representative, to an 
action for administration in this country. There remains the 
further question, to which we can only briefly refer, in what 
manner and at what stage can the foreign representative require 
the English assets to be handed over to him? It was laid down in 
the recent case of Eames v. Hacon (29 W. R. 877, L. R. 16 Ch. 
D. 407, Ibid. 18 Ch. D. 347), that the legal personal representa- 
tive constituted by the forum of domicil of & deceased person is 
entitled to receive the personal estate of the deceased got in 
through any letters of administration wherever they may be, and 
the next of kin cannot make any claim against the estate, except 
through the intervention of such legal personal representative. In 
that case the Indian representatives had, by transmitting the ascer- 
tained residue of the personal estate to their agents in this country, 
admitted that the Indian administration had been completed, and 
that the fund was clear. Jessel, M.R., preferred to rest his 
decision on the ground that the Indian letters of administration 
had been granted to the attorneys of the plaintiff, and that they 
were therefore safe in paying their principal; but he distinctly 
affirmed the view of Mr. Justice Fry, that the principal adminis- 
trator is entitled to receive the clear surplus remaining in the hands 
of the limited administrators. But until that surplus is ascertained 
no transfer will be ordered. Thus, in Preston v. Melville (8 Cl. & F. 
1), the House of Lords, reversing a decree of the Court of Session, 
refused to order the next of kin and English administrators of a 
domiciled Scotchman to transfer assets which they had collected to 
the Scotch trustees. The Lord Chancellor pointed out that, “by 
the law of England, the person to whom administration is granted is 
by statute bound to administer the estate and to pay the debts of the 
deceased. The letters of administration under which he acts direct 
him so to do, and he takes an oath that he will well and truly 
administer all and every the goods of the deceased, and pay his 
debts so far as the goods will extend, and exhibit a full and true 
account of his administration.” Until the debts had been paid, it 
could not be ascertained whether or not there would be any surplus, 
and while this was doubtful no transfer could be ordered. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE-MARKS., 


46 & 47 Vicr. c. 57.—Awn Act TO AMEND AND CONSOLIDATE THE 
Law RELATING TO Parents For [yventions, RecistRaTION oF 
Destens, AND OF TRADE-Marks. 


Among the large number of Acts which passed into law in the 
closing hours of the late session of Parliament, not the least impor- 
tant was the one which we select as the first subject of comment 
in the year’s legislation. For a long series of years a reform of 
the patent laws had been demanded by the commercial community, 
and this, after many delays, attributable to the great P story of 
more exciting parliamentary business, has at last, agh the 
beneficent interposition of the Grand Committee on Trade, become 
a thing accomplished. At the beginning of the session of 1883 no 
less than four Bills were introduced into Parliament which dealt 
with patents and kindred topics, the most complete being that 
introduced by the Government, which has formed the sub-stratum 
of the Act which is now upon the Statute Book. In the course of 
the past spring we discussed the provisions of these various Bills in 
some considerable detail, so that what now really remains to be 
amendments which were intro- 


done is to point out the princi 
ill in its passage through Parlia- 


duced into the Government 


complete specification to be deposited before, instead 
grant of a patent; the establishment of a system of examination 
of yy Pence for Bs emys so as to give a patentee some guarantee 
that his payment of fees was not likely to be made useless by 
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a subsequent discovery of some fatal flaw ; the reduction of the fee 
for four years’ protection to £4, reserving the heavier payments till 
the invention might fairly be considered successful; the reference 
of the date and sealing of a patent to the day of application, so as 
to abolish the “race for the seal’’; the institution of a system of 
compulsory licences; the substitution of a modernized and rational 
mode of obtaining the revocation of a badly-granted patent for the 
antiquated and cumbrous proceeding by scire facias; the effective 
application to patent actions of the mode of trial with assessors 
which the Judicature Acts attempted in vain to set on foot; the 
simplification of the registration of designs ; the admission of fancy 
words to registration as trade-marks; the reorganization of the 
Sheffield Cutlers’ Company’s trade-marks register ; and the enact- 
ment of a penalty for the unauthorized and deceptive use of the 
Royal arms in trade. To these may well be added the repeal and 
replacement by the Act of no less than seventeen entire Acts of 
Parliament, and portions of some half-dozen more. All these 
important alterations in the law are now effected by the present 
Act. 

That the amendments which the Bill underwent were by no 
means slight or inconsiderable is almost sufficiently established by 
the fact that the measure which came before Parliament—a Bill of 
105 clauses—left it an Act of no less than 117. Only one clause 
in the original Bill has entirely disappeared—viz., No. 54, relating to 
the establishment of an office at Manchester for business relating 
to cotton-print designs, which it was thought better to leave for 
the rules which have to be framed for carrying the Act into 
operation ; on the other hand, no less than thirteen new clauses 
have been introduced, some of them of much consequence, and there 
have been many alterations in, and additions to, a large number of 
clauses which have been retained in principle. 

Probably the best mode of explaining the effect of the alterations. 
which have been made in the Bill will be to follow the arrangement 
of the Act, which is divided into five parts, headed, respectively, 
* Prelimi ,” “ Patents,” ‘‘ Designs,” ‘‘ Trade-Marks,” and 
“‘General.” In the first part of the Act there is nothing which 


ig ee attention. 
e second part of the Act deals with the subject of Patents, 
and the first point which need be mentioned is that, by section 5, 
power is reserved to vary the form of application prescribed by the 
Act. This course is subsequently also adopted with respect to 
designs and trade-marks (see sections 47 and 62). Section 6 no 
longer refers to an examiner the question of subject-matter or no 
subject-matter for a patent; but, instead of this, the examiner is 
to report whether the title sufficiently indicates the subject-matter 
of the invention, so that a function is assigned to the examiner 
which he ought to be competent to perform, instead of one which 
might well require a prolonged and minute investigation, accom- 
panied by both legal and scientific argument. Section 7, sub- 
sections (5) and (6), provides for the case of two applicants seeking 
simultaneously to patent substantially the same invention. By 
section 9, sub-section (5), the reports of the examiners are to remain 
secret, unless, in any legal proceeding, the court certifies that 
production or i ion is desirable in the interests of justice, and 
to be allowed. Section 11, as it now stands, has borrowed 
from the Bill of the Society of Arts the idea of limiting the grounds 
on which the grant of a patent may be opposed, but three grounds 
of opposition are allowed, instead of the one alone proposed by that 
Bill to be permitted. The opposition is also now to be decided on 
az tee comptroller, in the first instance, subject to an appeal to 
law officer. Sectiow 13 now contains a proviso that, in case of 
more applications than one for a patent for the same invention, the 
sealing of a patent on a later application is not to prevent the 
of another on the earlier one. Opposed applications to 
end a specification are, by section 18, sub-section (3), to be 
decided in the first instance by the comptroller, subject to an appeal 
to the law officer. Section 19 now authorizes the court, before 
which proceedings relating to a patent are pending, to order, not 
that the patentee is to be at liberty to disclaim, but that he may 
y at the rg ee ya oom so todo. Section 26 deals with 
revocation of patents, allows every ground for repealing a 
patent by scire facizs to be available Sr of defence to an action 
of t, as well as making it a ground of revocation. The 
new sub-section (4) defines and limits the 
\ a true inventor, 


persons who may apply 


sub-section (8) provides that a patent granted 
in lieu of one granted to a spurious inventor and 





revoked on the ground of fraud, is to cease when the revoked patent 
would have expired. 

This brings us to the new and very important section 27, with 
respect to which the Government sustained their only serious defeat 
in connection with the Bill, by the incorporation of the section, 
contrary to their intention, from the Society of Arts’ Bill. Hitherto 
a patentee whose invention has been capable of being turned to 
account in the public service of the country has been obliged to 
submit to user by all in the Crown service, receiving a trifli 
remuneration, or none at all, as the Crown thought fit, and so far has 
this gone that in a well-known case it was even attempted to maintain 
tke same privilege for independent contractors supplying goods for 
Government use. Now, this 27th section puts an end to all this, 
by providing that a patent is to have to all intents the like effect 
against the Crown as against a subject, with this proviso—that the 
Crown is to be at liberty to use the patented invention on terms 
agreed, or else settled by the Treasury. The clause in the Soci 
of Arts’ Bill proposed to restrict this privilege to the military and 
naval services, but it is now to be extended to the service of the 
Crown, without distinction, and this is only right, for there might 
well be an invention—e.g., for the division or obliteration of stamps— 
which might be necessary for the use of the Post Office, and so with 
other departments. The section, as a whole, will benefit inventors 
in certain branches of discovery, and it will not work much harm 
to the Government, since in the last resort the Treasury will fix 
the amount of compensation ; and, apart from that, many inventions 
of great public service may come to light when the stimulus is 
applied of certain remuneration for their discovery, though the 
Crown should be the only customer. 

Section 28 is now modified so as to provide for the hearing, not 
only of infringement cases, but also of applications for revocation, 
with assessors, and there is an express provision that the action 
shall be tried without a jury unless the court otherwise directs, 
Section 32 is quite new, and gives a remedy to persons threatened 
with proceedings in respect of alleged invasions by them of patent 
rights. This will meet some cases which have lately occurred, 
and, considering that the threat of proceedings is often little less 
injurious than proceedings themselves, it is only right that such a 
threat should not be allowed to be used unless the person is pre- 
pared to take such proceedings and prosecute them with succes. 
Another new section—34—relieves against a hardship which has 
sometimes been suffered, by authorizing the grant of a patent to the 
legal representative of a deceased inventor, within six months after 
the latter’s death, for an invention made by the latter but u- 
patented at his death. The difficulty of establishing such a claim 
will necessarily be far greater than that attendant upon a claim by 
a living inventor, and the only drawback appears to be the impro- 
bability that such claims can be made out as often as they are really 
well-founded. By section 38 power is given to the law officers to 
examine witnesses on oath. There do not seem to be any further 
amendments in respect of patents requiring special mention ; but it 
may be stated that Gitobighoos the entire Act all reference to the 
Channel Islands has been carefully omitted, on account, it would 
seem, of a somewhat overstrained feeling of independence in those 
islands, and an unwillingness to be included in any 
measure. The same feeling recently caused the failure of the 
Merchandise Marks Bill for the Channel Islands, which was intr- 
duced by Lord Belper into the House of Lords ; but in that case the 
measure was a special and not a general one, and may, therefore, 
have been more naturally regarded with jealousy. ‘ 

With respect to designs, the amendments have not been numet- 
ousor considerable. Mention has already been made of the omission 
of the clause relating to the Manchester office, and of the reservation 
of power to vary the prescribed form’of application. Section 541 
new, and enacts that, if a registered design is used in manufacture 
in any foreign country, and is not used in this country within sx 
months of registration, the copyright in it shall cease. This is an 
expedient provision, since otherwise foreign goods might be excluded 
from the British market because of their being imprinted 
design which was not in use in this country. Section 58, as it has 
been amended, limits the infliction of penalties for the infrin 
of a registered design to cases of user in the class or classes of § 
in which the design is registered, and increases the maximum 
penalty from £30 to £50. Even so, it might well be that the 

ibilities of gain by infringement might outweigh the risk o 
tection were it not for the ordinary action which may still be 
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brought in respect of such an offence, and which will, no doubt, be 
brought in serious cases. The definition of “copyright” is now 
limited to user in the class or classes of goods in which the design 
is registered (section 60), and section 61, which is newly inserted 
in the Act, supplies a definition of “proprietor” of a design, 
apparently intended to meet the recent case of photographic copy- 
right, by providing that the author of the design is to be the pro- 
prietor, unless he executed it for another person for good or 
valuable consideration, in which case such other person is to be the 
proprietor. 

The fourth part of the Act, containing the provisions relating to 
trade-marks, has had inserted in it several sections of much interest 
and importance, the consideration of which will be most conveni- 
ently undertaken in a second article. 








REVIEWS. 
THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. 


RANDUM AS TO ALTERATIONS IN PROCEDURE, AND AN INTRO- 
DUCTION SHOWING THE CHANGES IN THE LAW AFFECTED BY THE 
AcT, TOGETHER WITH A Copious InDEX. By H. Wyatt Harr, 
Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow Brothers & Layton. 

THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883, ARRANGED IN THE FoRM OF AN ALPHA- 
BETICAL INDEX, WITH CROSS-REFERENCES AND AN EPITOME OF ITS 
PRINCIPAL Provisions. By Francis RoxsurGcH, Barrister-at- 
Law. Shaw & Sons. 


Mr. bt aa Hart gives the Queen’s printers’ copy of the Act, pre- 
faced with an index, very full, if not very scientifically prepared, 
and containing references both to sections and pages; and a short 
introduction, summarizing the leading features of the Act. The 
recent preliminary notice signed by the President of the Board of 
Trade is given in this introduction, which is followed by the Board of 
Trade memorandum showing the chief changes in the law. There is 
also printed a useful memorandum by Mr. Registrar Hazlitt, stating 
his view of his duty in dealing with applications to register resolutions 
for composition under section 170 of the new Act. 

Mr. Roxburgh adopts a novel principle of arrangement, placing 
the sections under headings alphabetically arranged, and with cross- 
references, thus enabling anyone to find at once the provisions of the 
Act relating to any particular subject. We miss a heading—“ Rules,” 
but section 127 is given under the heading ‘‘General Rules.” The 
erated epitome contains a useful summary of the provisions of 

e Act. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE SOLICITORS’ REMUNERATION ACT, 1881, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—In reference to the articles and correspondence appearing in 
the, Sonicrrors’ JourNAL of November last on the subject of 
rule 11 of the General Order under the above Act, and in respect of 
which I expected some definite principle would have been established 
ere this, but not having seen any elucidation of the difficulty, I beg 
to bring the subject before your notice, and shall be glad if some of 
your readers can give me the benefit of their experience through the 
medium of your valuable columns. 

In seep itis the practice for the solicitor to receive instruc- 
tions to sell, he inctructs the auctioneer, settles the advertisement, 
prepares the conditions, attends the sale, signs the contract, and in 
most cases receives the apows. The auctioneer prepares the ad- 
vertisement and advertises the property, and conducts the sale, for 
which he gets a commission of from one to one and a half per cent. 
upon the amount realized if a sale is effected, but in case of no sale 
he eo from three to five guineas to cover advertising, &c. From 
the ing of rule 11 of the General Order, which provides that 
“the scale for conducting a sale by auction shall apply only in cases 
where no comiission is paid to an auctioneer,” it ap that a 
solicitor cannot obtain any reward at all for the above services, whether 
the Bee is sold or not (except he gives notice under clause 6 of 
the Order electing to be paid under Schedule II., and which he is 
in most cases very reluctant to do), as the rules have no alternative 

vision, and I shall be glad to hearin what manner your readers 

ve — = difficulty under similar circumstances. Z. 

@ should be glad to learn from our readers how the matter is 
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correspondent does not seem to be aware of the ion obtained by 
the Teniorsiceshed Law Society from Mr. W and Mr.A. L. 
Smith TO the CHET that solicitors are entitled to_charge according to 
Schedule 11. for all business done in the conduct of a sale by auction, 
although @ Commission 1s paid by the ent to the auctioneer.—see 
ante, p. 207.— ED. Du. 








SOCIETIES. 


INSTITUT DE DROIT INTERNATIONAL. 


The Institut de Droit International met at Munich, on September 4, in 
the Neues Rathhaus. Baron von Holzendorff, professor at Munich, was 
elected president, and M. Arntz, fessor at Brussels, and Mr. Westlake, 
Q.C., vice-presidents. The public proceedings began 
welcome from Freiherr von Crailsheim, Minister for Foreign Affairs, on 
the part of the King, and Dr. Von Erhard, the Burgomeister, on behalf of 
the municipahty. At the afternoon sitting the secretary read a 
report as to the work done by the Institut since its foundation. Professor 
Holland read a notice of the life and labours of Mr. Mountague Bernard. 
The remainder of the sitting was occupied by a proposal by M. Moynier 
for an international convention for the regulation of the River Congo. 
The question of the desirability of further considering this proposal was 
ultimately referred to a committee. é 

The morning sitting, on the 5th inst., was devoted to the consideration 
of the earlier clauses of the Code of Prize Procedure prepared by M. 
Bulmering’s committee. According to this code a prize is, in the first 
instance, to be taken into a port of the captor when there is a court au- 
thorized to take evidence of a primd facie case the ship or cargo, 
and to provide for their interim safe keeping. further proceedings are 
to take place before international courts, of first instance and of appeal 
respectively, sitting in a neutral country and constituted at the outhreak 
of war. Each court is to consist of three judges, one of whom is to be 
nominated by each belligerent and the third by Belgium. The clauses 
discussed were those relating to the prelimi investigation by a tribunal 
da’ instruction, aud these were adopted by a majority of six votes. 

In the afternoon M. Martens brought forward a revised draft of the 
scheme, provisionally sanctioned last year at Turin, for the better decision 
in Eastern countries of causes in which both parties are subjects of States 
enjoying rights of consular jurisdiction. Itis proposed that in every case 
the proceedings must be taken in the court of the consul of the defend- 
ant, and that the appeal should be not, as now, to a court sitting at a dis- 
tance and constituted by the State to which the consul belongs, but to an 
international court sitting on the spot, with a final appeal, en cassation, to 
the supreme court of the consul’s nation. The earlier and more important 
clauses of this scheme were approved. 

The subject was resumed on the morning of the 6th inst., and the scheme 
was finally approved, omitting that ion of it which provides for an 
appel en cassation. The Code of Prize lure was then again debated, 
and great differences of opinion were as to the ibility of 
instituting international instead of ne Se yan seed 
to be a majority against an internation ize co 
a vote wae Oaeetity taken on the eeunel coehtion of any international 
prize court being possible. an was affirmed by nineteen votes 
against eight, three members declining to vote. The further discussion of 
the Code of Prize Procedure was adjourned till the next session of the 
Tustitut. 

The morning sitting on the 7th inst. was occu with the discussions 
of the reports of various sub-committees upon subject of conflict of 
laws. A report was presented by MM. Arntz and be igre lg 
the conflict of marriage laws, (inter alia) that q 
as to the form of the contract should determined by the law of the 
country where it takes place, while questions of and the hke 
should depend both upon the law of the place of cele and the 
law of the nation of which either is a subject. Many its 
sure pees So ek ne , after al debate, in which MM. 
Arntz, Westlake, Clunet, Dicey, and Pieran took part, it was referred 
back to the sub-committee with a view to further discussion on 3 
Reports were read upon the conflict of laws with reference to bills of ex- 
change, by M. Renault, and with referencé to maritime assurance, by M. 
Sacerdoti, but the work of the sub-committees upon neither of these sub- 
jects was sufficiently advanced to be taken into consideration at the present 
session. 

The afternoon sitting was devoted to the report of the. sub-committee 
on the conflict of ngs laws, which was in great part —S The 
subject of the conflict of marriage laws was | the next 
session. Mr. Von Bar brought up the report of the sub-committee upon 
the principles which are common to civil and to commercial law, 
that personal capacity for commercial purposes should be deter- 
mined by the law of the nationality of the . This view was combated 
in a written communication by Mr. Goldsmidt, who had been to 
leave, and in his absence it was ewan, lage tpone the further dis- 
cussion of the subject. Mr. Lyon- stated the committee, of 
which he is reporter, upon the property in artistic, literary, and industrial 
inventions , as yet, only circulated a ee the 
subdivision of the committee, which was accepted. upon 
the history and literary history of international law was 





usually dealt with in practice in different parts of the country, Our 


requested, upon 
the ony M. Multits, do stuan-d queation. bye § 8 of 
Hialiand proposed the it ste et ae aera uation 
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and a consolidation of the bibliographical works of Ompteda and Kamptz, 
but withdrew his motion on learning that M. Rivier intends to undertake 
such a work. M. Pierantoni proposed that a committee should be 
appointed to consider how the knowledge and proof of foreign systems of 
law could be improved, and a communication upon the same subject was 
received from M. Norsa. After some remarks by MM. Renault and Clunet 
upon the library founded recently at Paris by the French Government for 
the promotion of the knowledge of foreign law, the ‘appointment of such 
a committee was left to the discretion of the Bureau. Reports were then 
read upon the principal events bearing upon international law which have 
oc in each country during the past year, and also upon the recent 
literature of the subject. Information was given as to the treaties which 
both France and Italy have made with Chili, referring to arbitration the 
claims of the two first-mentioned countries for damage done to their sub- 
jects, as it is alleged unnecessarily, by the Chilian armies; as to the 
influence of the deliberations of the Institut in 1879 upon the work of 
the conference which took place last year at Paris with reference to sub- 
marine telegraphs, and as to a translation of the Institut’s ‘‘ Manual of the 
Laws of War’’ which has just appeared in China. 








OBITUARY. 


LORD CHANCELLOR LAW. 


The Right Hon. Hugh Law, LL.D., Lord Chancellor of Ireland, died at 
Rathmullen, Donegal, on the 10th inst., after a short illness. The late Lord 
Chancellor was the only son of the late Mr. John Law, of Wceodlawn, 
Downshire, and was born in 1818. He was educated at the Royal School, 
Dungannon, and at Trinity College, Dublin, where he graduated as first 
senior moderator in classics in 1839, and he subsequently proceeded to the 
degree of LL.D. He was called to the bar in Ireland m 1840, when he 
joined the North-Eastern Circuit, and he had also an extensive practice 
in the Court of Chancery. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1860, and a 
bencher of the King’s-inn in 1870. He had for many years a most ex- 
tensive business, and he was often retained in Irish appeals before the 
House of Lords. In 1868 he was appointed Legal Adviser to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland under Mr. Gladstone’s first administration, and he 
1s understood to have been the draftsman of the Irish Land Act of 1870. In 
1872 Mr. Law was appointed Solicitor-General for Ireland, and in December, 
1873, he succeeded the present Chief Baron Palles as Attorney-General, and 
was sworn a member of the Irish Privy Council, but he retired with his 

in the following February. He had, in the meantime, been elected 

.P. for the country of Londonderry in the Liberal interest, and he re- 
tained his seat until his elevation to the bench. In April, 1880, on the 
formation of the t Government, he was re-appointed Attorney- 
General, and in the following December he conducted the prosecution of 
the Land Leaguers at Dublin. During the session of 1881 he introduced 
and carried the Prevention of Crimes Act and the Land Act, and he had 
to bear the chief brunt of the attacks of the Home Rule party against the 
Government. In August, 1881, on the retirement of Lord O’ Hagan, he was 
appointed Lord Chancellor of Ireland, a selection which was generally 
approved by the profession, and his short judicial career had been a very 
—, one. . Law was married in 1863 to the daughter of Mr. 

illiam White, but he became a widower in 1875. The Dublin Mail says 
of the late Lord Chancellor :—‘‘ As an equity lawyer he had nv superior 
in his day. His conduct of some of the weightiest suits of our time was 
such as to place him in the first rank of close-reasoning advocates. Of his 
qualities as a judge it is hard to speak at present, when death has but 
just closed his lips. But it may be said without fear of contradiction 
that his place in the Court of A cannot be taken by a more able 
lawyer, a more accomplished scholar, or a more perfect gentleman. The 
bar has lost in the Lord Chancellor Law a man who commanded the 
respect of his most ardent litical ents, a man who, in spite of his 


own pronounced ip, was accorded the good wishes of 
men of all and all creeds.’”” In the Dublin Corporation, on the 10th 
inst., the Mayor, Mr. Dawson, M.P., alluding to the death of the 


Lord Chancellor, testified to the high respect in which Mr. Law was held 
by his colleagues when in the House of Commons for his ability and 
courtesy. He was called “‘ Honest Hugh Law,” and he well 

ed the title. Sir John Barrington also alluded, in feel! terms, to 

the unceasing courtesy which characterized the deceased Chan- 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Enwarp Hamitrox pes cn solicitor, of 21, Fenchurch-street, has 
been appointed Solicitor East Ham and Barking Starr-Bowkett 
Building Society. Mr. Parnell was admitted a solicitor in 1874, 


Mr. Joux Wri11am Mzti0r, Q.C., M.P., has been . 
Sad nd appointed a Deputy 


has been ted 
), to act jolt wih 
Mr. Wotton was ad- 


Mr. Evwazp Worrtox, solicitor, of Ramsgate, 
Court (Circuit 49 
Snowden. 


Mr. Eowazp Wri11am Buat, solicitor, of the Sessions House, 


well, and of St. Albans, has been appointed Clerk to the Visiting Justices | prices 








of the Colney Hatch Lunatic Asylum, and Clerk to the Justices of the 
Finsbury Division. Mr. Beal is an M.A. of the University of London, and 
he was admitted a solicitcr in 1870. He was formerly deputy-clerk of the 
peace for the liberty of St. Albans, and he has been deputy-clerk of the 
peace for the county of Middlesex since 1874. Mr. Beal is also clerk to 
the Metropolitan Court of Assessment Sessions, and to the justices of the 
Holborn Division. 





DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP, 


JoszrpH Currm and Hernert New, solicitors, 44, Waterloo-street, Bir. 
mingham. Aug. 31. [ Gazette, Sept. 11.] 








LEGAL NEWS. 


A meeting of judges of county courts having jurisdiction in bankruptcy 
under the new Act was arranged to take place inthe judge’s room at the 
Birmingham County Court on Thursday last for the purpose of discussing 
the most desirable mode of working the new Bankruptcy Act, as well as 
some other questions immediately affecting the judges themselves. This 
is the first occasion upon which members of the county court bench as a 
body will have assembled out of London. Birmingham was chosen as 
being, on the whole, the place of meeting most central and at the same 
time most easily and quickly accessible to the majority of the judges 
interested. 

The following are the judges chosen to go on circuit at the ensuing 
Autumn Assizes, viz.:—North and South Wales Circuit, Lord Justice 
Baggallay ; South-Eastern Circuit, Lord Justice Fry; Northern Circuit, 
Mr. Justice Denman and Mr. Justice Field; Western Circuit, Baron 
Huddleston; Midland Circuit, Mr. Justice Stephen; Oxford Circuit, Mr, 
Justice Pearson; North-Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice Butt and Mr. Justice 
A. L. Smith. Civil cases will be taken at Manchester and Liverpool on 
the Northern Circuit, and at York on the North-Eastern Circuit, but 
criminal business only will be taken on the other circuits. The assizes are 
expected to begin about the 24th of October next. 


The leading American legal journals indorse the favourable comments 
of the lay press upon their judicial visitors. The Albany Law Journal 
says: ‘*'Ihe Lord Chief Justice and Sir James Hannen are men of the 
most simple, unaffected, and genial manners, and their visit in America 
will be a source of pleasure to all who may meet them. This is the first 
time that the Lord Chief Justice of England has set foot on our shores, 
end all Americans will delight to do honour to one who comes of a long 
line of distinguished talents and pre-eminent virtues, and in himself adds 
lustre to the judgment seat of Coke, Mansfield, Ellenborough, and Cock- 
burn.”’ 


The Albany Law Journal, referring to our recent remarks on the singular 
style of reporting adopted at p. 427 of the Law Reports (Chancery 
Division), says: ‘‘ When we were at the bar we grew to be as afraid of 
this sort of praise by the judges as Laocoon was of the Greek present. We 

ed them as ribbons tied about the neck of the lamb (or perhaps calf) 
about to be immolated. We observed that the judges never praised our 
arguments except when they were about to beat us. Really, such expres- 
sions mean as little as the formal tenderness which the judges exhibit 
toward other judges when they are about to overrule them. Of course 
they have no proper place in the reports.”’ 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock Companies. 
In CHANCERY. 
EASTBOURNE BREWERY COMPANY, LIMITED.—By an order made by Pearson, J., 
dated Aug 29, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Chester and Co, 
Sta, ce inn, agents for Wilkes and Wilkes, Darlington, solicitors for the 


loner 
STAFFORDSHIRE UNION BANKING COMPANY, LIMITED.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Sept 5, directed to be heard before Pearson, J., on Wednesday, Sept 
19. Gregory and Co, Bedford row, agents for Addleshaw and War 
Manchester, solicitors for the petitioners 
Gazette, Sept. 7.) 


ScoraaTe AsH Stone Company, LuwmiTeD.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Sept 7, directed to be heard before Pearson, J., on Sept 19, atson and Co, 
Bouverie st, Fleet st, solicitors for the petitioner 

| Gazette, Sept. 11.) 


Farenpiy Socretres Dissonvep. 
1, AsaPH SAMARITAN Society, St, Asaph, Flint. Sept 4 
{ Gazette, Sept. 7.) 








bad 
RECENT SALES, 


At the Stock and Share Auction and Advance Company’s (Limited) sale, 
held at their sale-room, 58, Lombard-street, E.C., on the 13th inst., the 
fo! were among the ered obtained :—National Liberal Land £5 
Pere ie dC, eer neta at 

.; Croydon Trams, £7; r’, 
1s. 6d.; The United Horse Shoe and Nail, 8s. 9d; Civil Service an 
General Store, 16s, 9d.; and other miscellaneous securitics fetched fair 
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CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 

AMSON, DANIEL, Adapood, nr Stockport, Chester, Brickmaker. Oct. 1. 
— wn and Ainsworth ockpors. 
BAGULEY, JOHN, Buxton, Derby, Yeoman. Oct. 7. Bennett ont Os. 8 
Batt, GEORGE, Kidderminster, Worcester, Gentleman. Oct. 
‘panne "SUSANNAH, Padiham, Lancaster. Oct.1. Fletcher, Blackburn 
Crane, HEN, Fareham, Southampton, Merchant, Oct. 6. Clark, Bishop’s 


Wal 
COTCHING, WILLIAM, Ealing, Farmer. Oct. 11. Woodbridge, Uxbri 
DICKSON, j rantane ANDREW, EW, Streatley, Bedford, Esq. Oct. 15. Dunster, Henrictta- 


Cavendish-sq 
Haynon, Fanny jaum, ¢ Chislehurst, Kent. Oct. 11. Nicholls, Lincoln’s-inn- 


fi 
Hee CATHERINE, Fairfield, nr. Tdvesponl. Oct.1. Barrell and Co., Liverpool. 
House, ak and HENRY Hunt, Aston or-juxta-Birmingham. Oct. 1. Rooke 


LuND, RicH AnD, Sh Hutton, York, Yeoman. Oct. 10. Woods, Yi 
OGLE, ettord. Clarborough, Nottingham, Gentleman. Oct. 16. Rix. and Co., 


IN, WALTER, Bel ep Oct. 8. Clarke and Co., Gresham-house 
nes, MARY, ‘Wardle, nr dale, Lancaster. Sept, 22. Worth, Rochdale. 
eeomene, WARD, -street, Stationer. Dunster, Henrietta- 

wendish-square. 

SMALLWOOD, HANNAH, West Hartlepool, Durham. Oct. 1. Fryer, West 


ae fttcuanp , Leytonstone, Essex, Gentleman. Sept. 30. Cotton, St. 
’s-le-; 
STOBBS, NICHOLAS, North Shields, Northumberland, Licensed Victualler. Nov. 
1. Dale, North Shields. 
=. Moulton, Northampton, Farmer. Oct. 13. Britton and Browne, 
WrtaaMs, RicHann, Lambert-road, Brixton, Surgical Instrument Maker. t. 
30. Gellatly and Co., Lombard-court ~— Soy 
Wuson, ADA, Kingston-upon-Hull. Oct. 13. Laverack, Hull. 
(Gazette, Sept. 4.) 


ny “and 








SALE OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Rept. 39) 9.—Mr. E, JACKSON, at the Mart, at 2 2; .m., Freehold Building Land and 
hold Properties (see advertisement, ept. we p. 4). 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Ee ary 
Fripay, Sept. 7, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Osee, 3 Thomas Matthew, New Broad st, Solicitor. * Pet Sept 3. Hazlitt. Sept 
at 

eat! o Ls asian, Lower Phillimore pl, Kensington, Dentist. Pet Sept 5. 

wns, Willen Bs Bowlane. Pet Sept 5. Hazlitt. Sept 18 at 11.90 
Pettengill, James, Cannon st, Solicitor. Pet ~_ ae. 4. Hazlitt. Sept 19 at 11 

To Surrender in the 
Com: pon, Edwin, Bath, Draper. Pet Sept 5. pe Bath, Sept 19 at 2 
om To a Croydon, Surrey, Seomen Pet Aug 31. Rowland. Croydon, 
Ct a sit Barnett, Lincoln, Glass Merchant. Pet Sept 4. Danby. Lincoln, 
Hoare, Stephen, Puchteaticigh, Devon, Builder. Pet Sept 1. Gidley. East 
Stonehouse, Sept 19 at 12 

Jones, ques, Gri, yer oN near Bangor, Carnarvon, Draper. Pet Sept 4. Jones. 

gy ai 
Jones. mess is, orn gore, Lien . phasis, , Carnarvon, Quarry Labourer. Pet Sept 4. 

Bangor, 8 a’ 
Took omas, Manchester, Art Designer. Pet Sept 3. Lister. Man- 

chester, Sept 24 at 12,80 
AY, Sept. 11, 1883. 


TUESDA 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must meyer their x ete prcey oF of setts to the Registrar. 


Brown, Richard Carnaby, Warntont a Stock ond Share Broker. Pet Sept 7. 
cams Late, Goetien « Club Proprietor, Pet Sept 5. Hazlitt. Sept 25 at 11 
lw rie ‘., e a 
Fad, Thomas, ‘Ammer on 04,0 Merchant. ‘et Sept M0 Hazlitt. 26 at 1 
uth st, Thurloe Ks ete Sept 8. Hazlitt. t 26 A 


Rel Mile End rd, Toy and F; Goods Dealer. Pet Sept 7. 
d, prem oer » 0 ancy Pp 
wee Suseendige 3 ins the Country. 
Zeines, James, Warton, Lan 7. Huiton. Preston, Sept 24 at 10 
Bennett, Richard, Derby, Builders’ Clerk Pet Sope5 Welln Darba, Sept 28 
Campbell re, Leek, Stafford, Clothier. App Sept 8, Yates. Macclesfield, 
Mee organ, Jo we? oh Bape St Albans, Hertford, Fancy Warehouseman. Pet Aug 23. 


St Albans, Sept 22 at 12 
Wells. "The Thomas, » Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 8 
Jones, Teasoe, OR aba 1 ‘ . 


ent, 
ITORS. 
Sept 7, 1883 


Allinson, George Ro’ ; 
Boote and Eagar, Sy goa Sept 2 at 2 at aflice of 


Willa 1, Southwark Rowihwase “ifn Vici Sept 14 atit at Win- 
Bechner, Ephraim Frank, Mat ester, Hat Maker. Sept 17 at 8 at office of 


Baia Alea Willan, Chester, Baker, Sept 20 at 11 at office of Brassey, 





omas J Rath Oxford Wholesale Carver and Gilder. 
PO anaes alas ae baste 
mew 


lose 
B Jaco! Ba Y. Licensed Victualler. 17 at Sat 
Rail ney Stat Btation rifotel’ Bales: i Mitcheomn poe tlm agg 

Bratt, Joseph Wo Wels hanaee Lock eke Sept 20at 11 at office of Langman, 


Brown, Iecdonick, Hormice Rise, Flour Factor. Sept 24 a4 3.30 at office of Noon 


pin Freee Sootheste rd, Hackney, Faney Geode Maker. Septs¥ at Ses 
one tee Cte ee, 
scar, Manchester “apes Sept 21 at 3 at office of Boote and Edgar, 


Cinonberigin Ww Willian, an Brown, Bedford, Coal Merchants. 5) 
at a Black Boy tL "lave row, Nottingham. Conquest and 


Chapman, William, Wolverham 21 at 11 at office of 

DP’ a, Vos eg Inquiry Agent. Sept 

Ch: , Alfred, Handswo rth, ord, Paper Box Maker. Sept 19 at 2 at office 
of dbury, Gt C — s Birmingham 


Cooke, Ed Sept 20 at 3 at Blossoms Hotel, Chester. 
Mason and Caldecutt, Chester 

Cornford, William Charles, Ivanhoe rd, Camberwell, Builder. Sept 26 at 3 at 
Masons’ Hall Tavern. st. 


si and Nichol Oldacre and Co 
Cowie, John Edward, and Nicholas Cowie, Middlesborough, Painters. Sept 20 
Rtg my Bainbri a Barnley, Albert rd, 
ohn. oe, Soveen on ent, York, Farmer. Sept 20 at 11 at office of Dale. 

C. 8 
| Davies, David gasped, , Anglesey, Tailor. Sept 20 at 2 at British Hotel, Bangor. 
Dye, John b B. Brighton, Confectioner. Sept 25 at 12 at 143, Fleet st. 
Deliver, I Uriah “Ossett, ® York, Rag Merchant. Sept 20 at 11 at office of Kemp, 
Barstow sq, Wakefield 

patting ot Lae mga Team Owner. Sept 20 at 3 at office of Ambler, Ham‘l- 

Elmes, William L Lewis, Rathbone pl, Oxford st, Builder. Sept 4 at 8. office of 
Farthing ing, Stephen, Gt Dri Gt Driffield, York, Painter. Sept 19 at 10 at office of Jennings 


Famnival eva 3 Edward, Burslem, Stafford, Solicitor. Sept 20 at 11 at North 


Staffordshire Hotel, Stoke on Trent. 
Gammon, Thomas, Mumbles, Oystermouth, Glam: Bootmaker. Sept 18 at 
8.00 at fice Oe pe Le ga ie hak H 
ard, armout otel Proprietor. Angel Hotel, 
Gt Yarmouth. fey, S Norwich 





> hey —F~ New Sh School- 
—-~ 10 at dat ace of W ‘erbert Harper, = Sussex, 
t anata Canis Hotel, 


— ae lish, Devon, Grocer. 
Frien 

Horsey. H Am: 7h acbig Fer epee, Commneretel Seneca Sept 18 at 
8 at office of Langton, Qn La 

vant 20 at $ at Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bris- 


Hurst, Annie, Bristol, metho 
tol. Reed and Cox, Bri 
— Manchester, Chartered Accountant. Oct 2 at 3 at office of 


Hutchinson, 








gk = ~ sat We Meech Stafford, Potter. Sept 20 at 11 at office of 

ley, Jesse, Po () 

yn Newcastle st, Burslem 

Jackso: Frets, ng Ggetenion. 24, Datehen, Sept 25 at 3 at Masons’ 
Hall Tavern, pradinghal st: Moore, King’s Cross 

Jones, sengpebeeets ters Werrington, Breast Sept 20 at 3 at office of Davies 
and Co, Bewse: Warrington 

Judd, Charles H: He for Btn Baker t 19 12 at office of Pointon. 
Temple row West, Birmingham 

Charles Howard, N Common Brewer. 21 at 
a eo 
’ ew 
Hotel, Mark lane. fe mang be 


irton, Chester, Salt Manufacturer. 20 at 3 office of 
1 itughes, Cas Caste Northwich. ‘Parkinson and Co, Li 
tafford, Baker. Sept 20 at 1 at of Buller and Co, 
Le sanetts 
Marriott, John, ue ‘alibnd wins Maiiniadlicaiaianli tale Sept 17 at 
8 at Inns of Court Hot Holborn, Harrison, Pancras lane 
. Hartfield rd, Wimbledon, Butcher. Sept 18 at 11 at office of 
Peres Bank chbes W Wake 
Metters, William Jam ah, Cunnam. Sept 18 at 12 at office of Square and 
Co, Bank of England ¢ ches, Siygiouth 
ne, Wee ornsey rd, Fruiterer. Sept 13 at 3 at 67, Cole- 
niet oe , George Ed jeoad, Mackgeel, Greser. Sept 25 at 1 at office of Northgraves, 
ee dees Roeeatie Wi Walbrook, fovountent. ou 18 at 3 at Masons’ Hall 
nTavern, ny a ly pe se eS. re aw 
, James Bentley, Leicester, +e Sept office of Haxby and 
3 ~~ Leicester 
. Tailor, Sept 19 at1 at 270, High Holborn. 


Belk 
Payne, William 
Jecknon. Gloucester 

Pugh, Rebeccs, Browshiie, Stetierd, Sept 21 at 11.90 at office of Marris, Water- 
loo st, Birmingham. Underhill and Lawrence, 

Quinton, a vhemie tenes tee Sept Sati 


it 1 ide. 
Regen, Lewis Lewis Gib Eon, Soames, fete Painter. Sept 17 at 3 at office of Evans and Davis, 
nah Series Cigar Importer. Sept 26 at $3 at office of Cobbett 


Ge Henry Renwick, Beeston, Nottingham, Boot 
Manufacturers. ” Sept 21 at 11 at office of Acton and Marriott, Victoria st. Not- 


ofiosot Beck aa ik eid 
Node and Gater, Cit; py + oe 

R », Richard, at 12 at office of Phillips, Small st, 

ag mg, . == Chester, Saddler. Sept 20 at? at office of Lisle, 


a _Paesenesars. 2 Sept 20 at 11 at office af Forrest, 


oseph, Consett, ae SS See oS Oe 
Sept 22 at 12.30 at affice of 


Sto rp tee Hein ett amie Sept 20 at 11 ataffice 
not mark Fomsenens divs wall, Grocer, Sept 21 at 10.90 at office of Dale, 
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Watson, William Jamson, Sunderland, Paint and Colour Manufacturer. Sept 24 
at 11 at office of Botterell and Roche, big | Sunniside, Sunderland 
Wigeg, James Haze, Heckingham, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept 17 at 2 at office of Sayer, 
Quay, Great Yarmouth 
Lancaster, Grocer. Sept 20 at 3 at office of Pon- 


Womersley, Ab: Oldham, 

Wood, Hichard Jo nachy me Hertf Grocer. Sept 21 at 12at 
Joseph, Grest Berk inn sq. Bullock and Penny, Great Berkham- 

TUESDAY. at 11, 1883. 


tes, John, Queen’srd, am, | tcher. Oct 4at 3 at office of Foreman, 
Agee ee ie m, Clifford’ 


Allen, William John, ya ced Edward W, Walter Futvoye, St John’s Agree 
Plush Manufacturers. Oct 4 at12 at office of Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. 


Lancaster, mrss rae Warehouseman, Sept 24at3 
Labteme, ter , a Sept 28 at 3 at office of Fraser, 
Rete. ottingham 
ke, Wilts, Farmer. Sept 26 at 2 at Elm Tree Inn, 
baw Bs Hi , Ston st, Notting hill, Builder. Sept 26 at 3 at office of 
Baker, oaerh, Queen Victoria st, Iron Merchant. Sept 21 at 2 at office of Neave, 
papbington dg Hanley, Stafford, Printer. Sept1i9at 11 at 82, Cheapside, 
Boon, Davi, Teale, Stafford, Grocer. Sept 22 at 11 at office of Snow, Cheapside, 
Burton, 5. a Charles, Long Eaton. Dechy, Commercial Traveller. Sept 28 at 3 
at office of Truman, Poultry Arcade, yy > 
Callon, William Joseph, ee hw Doctor edicine. Sept 25 at 11 at office of 
Yates and Co, Victoria Charles Locksley ot 
vin, Frederick —7 4 Limehouse, House Decorator. Sept 19 at 
12 > at. office of nari 
- tht, J 2 Tip Tipton, ‘Stafford, Grocer. Sept 24 at 2 at office of Travis, 
Cartwright, Thomas Parry, Chester, Joiner. tt 21 at 11 at office of Brassey. 
Clark John, 'N : Middlesbo: a Sept 18 at 12 at offi ; 
ohn, Ne nur esboro r a at office o: 
Albert 1a, Middlesboro ~ 
bacconist. Sept 25 at 2 at Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresham , Bisho; te st Within 
Davies, John He or. Sept 24 at 2.30 at office of South 
Wales Merchants’ tion, Duke st, Cardiff. David, Cardiff 
Dent, George, Fightin: Cocks, nr Darlington, Butcher. Sept 21 at 11 at office of 
Des, ons. aig pers Cocks. ur Darlington, Brewer. Oct 1 at 3 at office of Wilkes 
Dewsberry, Georee, y, Cambridge, Publican. Sept 27 at 12 at Bell Hotel, 
Edwards, James, Barrow in Furness, Boot Dealer. tt 20 at 3 at Station Hote’ 
Carnforth. Pin , Barrow in Furness Sep ' 
Flood, George Alfred, . Boot Maker. Sept 19 at 3 at office of Buckby, 
ssakiin, Willian: 
Ingram, Deighton. =e Merchant. Sept 28 at 12 at St 
Michael’s Hall, George yard, tem Hall, Ely 
Gomme, William Lauren ee Prank Gomme, and Christopher Hatton. 
io chveuan, Auctioneers. Sept 24 at 12at office ‘of Dubois, 
ewtown, Montgomery, Grocer. + 26 at 2 at 
cities of Wocaman, Bank cbry Neowin po aa nt 9 at sods at 
venny, Monmout a at 11, 
Grittths, Thomas: Hanley, Stafford, Draper 
Thomas, Hanley, Stafford, . Sept 24at 11 at Vine Inn, Stafford. 


Hay, Ashonall ay th Northumberland, —— Victualler. t 21 
at 11 at office of Joliffe, Collingwood st, Newcastle u e Sep 
Woodstock 4 Ganiniag Town, Oiland and Colour Man. Sept 25 


at 3 at office of Willis, Charles 
Leonard, a Sept 28 at 12 at office of Wright, Park 





,» York, 
row, is. a Son, Selby 
uxta-Birmingham, Builder. Sept 24 at 12 at office of 


rick Maker. Sept 25 at 11 at office of Jackson 
Johnson, oemenae Then Mile, Sunderland, Printer. Sept 25 at 3 at 37 
pengo Famed, eee, at 3 at 37, 
Jenne Charles Kiddermt Fishmon, P Rept 25 t 3 at offi f Roden and 
Kidderminster, at 3 a! ce 0} 
Dawes, Bank dderminster ee: 


27 at 8 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, 





avenue, rower and 0, st, Southwark 
Lash, ichn, Fork, Boot Sept 27 at 11 at office of Young, Low 
seit st Oxi illiam, Cambridge, Corn Merchant. Sept 20 at 3 at office of Symonds, 


James, Chester. Drugeist. Sept 20 at 3 at Queen’s Hotel, Chester. 
‘aan a Me PAI Sept 24 at 3 at office of Fallows, 
agers ese Pada 1 =, Hargreaves Pe, Duraley Sept 24 at 3 at office of 


‘William come, hee terials 
eo Oct at at 2 at Inns of a Bides Lente Troe pe Stages Raven Wack, 





Osborne, James, Grove rd, Victoria Park rd, Law Clerk. sreet 3 19 at 12 at Palm 
Tree prem 5 So Bethnal Green. Hicks, Victoria Par 
Peete, Bouy, © hton, Chester, Builder. Sept 24 at 2 at office of Knowles, 
k st, L Reon 


Thomas Derby, Boot Manufacturer. Sept 24 at 8 at office of Moody, 


Sermon, Thomas Huxtable, Brixham, Devon, Builder. Sept 21 at 12 at office of 
Grove, Fore st, Brixham 
lant, Alfred, Cobridge, Burslem, Stafford, Earthen’ Manufacturee’s 
BA ag Yr. Sept 3A at 24 at 11 rat Office of Paddock and one an 1 Hall st, Ha: 


en ier, Monkweermon Sun rocer. t 24 at 
Prigtte sf Boll, Lanibion st, Sun - weit MS 
Prince, John, Adleckorotah Panton Sept 18 at 10 at office of Teale, Albert rd, 


Middlesborough 

wun, George, Tow Law, Durham. 
Rew’ = axkes pl Bi hong d Auckland 
are, Devon, Baker. Sept 21 at 3 at office of Skardon, 


wbedined hy Carmarthen, Blacksmith. Sept 22 at 12 at offi 
of Ree pies Llandovery teh ym wy ee 


» Innkeeper. Sept 24 at 3 at office of Maw, 


Richards, Thomas Picton, Samuel Browning Power, and Henry Ernest 
Swansea, S Owners. 7 4 at 3 at office of Cooper and Co, Geates 
Mansion ollams and 


House. icing lane 
Simpson, Herbert PB aaa . Hanley, Seidona: Commercial Traveller. Sept 25 at 12at 
e 
Smith, James, Wal ; Walsall, Stafford, Confectioner. Sept 22 at 11 at office of Evans, 
nk chbrs, W: 
Stafford, Char! jun, Bishopston Gloucester, Painter. Sept 20 at 12 at offi 
Andrews, silos, jn st, Bristol” me 
ae ad ee Leeds, out of business, Sept 21 at 3 at office of Bowling, 
ond st, 
Sykes, Maria Louisa, Whitby, Fork, Miliner, + 28 at 2 at Crown Hi 
‘Gkinner st, Whitby. Faber | and Fawcett Rep . Bae 
, Teacher of Music. Sept % 


Ystradyfodwg 
at 12 at office of Thomas, a st, Ponts Glen ickett, Pontypridd 

oom G Romeenter, Drapers. Sept 20 at 
11 at office of Smith, Corn Exc’ 


Tovey, Thomas, and Edwin Tovey, Win 
Towler, im, George Bland. Liverpool, ange. Chelte Sept 3 - at3 at office of Roose and 
hn st, Live 


Co, N ool. Horner, Liverpoo! 
ure, sane, " Pylle, omerset, Oct 1 at 11 at office of Venn, 





Wincanto: 
Turnbull, James, Workington, _Qumsberiana, Slater. “= 25 at 12 at office of 
Birkett, Bri st, Wor! 


Watson, Jonathan, Barrow in ‘Pucnen, Clothier. 21 at 11_at Treve 
<eeepeneanne Hotel, Dalkeith st, Barrow in Furness. ALS, Barrow in 


Whiteside, Nicholas, Barrow in Furness, Coal Desler. Sept 28 at 11 at Victoria 
Hotel, Church es Barrow in Furness. Barrow. w in Furness 
Willi — Isaac, Denbigh, Clothier. ‘Sept 24 at 12 at office of Gold and Co, Den- 


Wilson, Alfred, Handsworth, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. +t 21 at 11 at office 
of Ansell, Waterloo st, Birmingham =. ep 





Notices To CORRESPONDENTS.—AJ/ communications intended for publication 
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cations, 
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ESTABLISHED 1825. 


pepe Cocon or Chocolate Powder, | HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 
extracted. 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 





EDE AND SON, 
ROBE obs MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chaneellor, the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation o London &c.; 


the Whole of 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY Gomus 
ESTABLISHED 1680, 


fectly beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or | 200, 203, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” “d Estimates and submitted free for entirely Fur- 
igity commentet hgh cm whee an ee nishing Residences, Offices, Lod ee 
od naition Stet Seeieta ae te te Se ae tenes | “PAINTING, DECORATING, & HOUSE REPAIRS.— 
the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED with sass Retin = 
Mado iectantancously with boiling ao sign, fe. Bedroom Paraitare, including Dedatoad and SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
Cocostima ieee bee bent “inaae iaae Ww ROOMS 

deepens a Mila anh may be oak : THIBTY LABGE BHO - 

SS s, THExTON, & PEART, 

Rt” ead cep wren inn, ie ek BU teens ‘ ; , " 
Charities on BB, ‘arehouse? or Bemor 

H, S00. Mi Aaomaneet titu =n” 
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